¥BL/Woods Hole
August 23, 1954

Dear Bernie:

I am as sensitive as you to the amount of time we spent
on this letter to the Times, but am sure you are joking in sug-
gesting this as a consideration. I am ratther troubled by the
news from Harry Eagle, and think we must consider very carefully

whether to disregard his own expressed wish that we let tic matter

drop. If we pursue the matter at all, I think we have %0 take nore
account of the fact that Plumb did ask for an interview, whicha
Harry refused, than merely to delete that fifth paragraph. Yo ay
mind this was the only constructive thing we had hoped to accompliczh.
I do not mean that Plumb can be wholly absolved, but I think it
would not be wholly honest to omit this part of the story from the
account. Our complzint might then appear rather weak. This is not
necessarily unfortunate, for we would then be in the position of
commentting , without blaming anyone, on the miscommunbestion vetwcen
the scientist and the reporter. But the whole letter would have %o
be recast: would you want to take the time?

The letter has a good deal more to it than the reprimend to
the reporter, but most of thisz discussion was, I think, oi perticuler
interest to yourself. You may very well want to pursue it, cad hope
you will not hesisate to do so over your own signzturs.

A third altermative would be to return to the originsl scheme
0i writing direetly to ir. Plumb, aduing tie comment tunat ke ebtill
has to take responsibility for his own writing, whetther he succeeded

in getting the interview or not. One wonders if the %Sounc ol the
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